.
But in spite of all previous dissimilarities, in the 1980s both countries started their transitions to neoliberal economy and free-market banking. their assets. In general, scale of changes can be measured by one of basic statistical instruments, namely standard deviation (SD). In terms of this study, growth of SDs means that gaps between successful and unsuccessful cities become larger (and vice versa). Measuring annual SDs for big group of cities, we can easily conclude that the first half and middle of the 1980s was the period of somewhat increasing geographical stratification (Fig. 1) 2 . in Russia (Fig. 1) . Thus, the systems turned back to growing inter-city inequalities. Again, there were As for spatial parameters of the banking, the basic tendencies now were quite close to American ones. For this period there are synchronically rising curves on Fig. 1 , reflecting increase of geographical inequalities in two countries. Like in the USA, in Russia we can see, for example, dramatically diverging fates of cities that were traditionally famous for their heavy manufacturing: thus, Yekaterinburg and (to a lesser extent) Chelyabinsk became successful in financial services, while Volgograd, Omsk and even more obviously Kemerovo did not manage to take significant positions in banking. Alongside with Yekaterinburg, Kazan and Samara were also doing well during the whole period. On the contrary, Ufa that had been very important in the 1990s and early 2000s fell down in national rankings after 2004. Again, it was a vivid example of potential individual instabilities in economy of neoliberalism.
A short time later, the global crisis of 2008-2009 (which can be treated here as the beginning of the fourth, still continuing period) has caused repetition of the already depicted cycle. Now it was strongly pronounced and highly synchronized in both countries. During the recession there was striking downfall of the SDs, but under situation of recovery the curves skyrocketed again, especially in Russia (Fig. 1) . Thus, the systems turned back to growing intercity inequalities. Again, there were remarkable cases of downgrading (like Seattle in the USA and Kaliningrad in Russia) contrasting to breakthroughs of some other centres; surely, the prime contribution to growing gaps in their countries has been made by New York City and Moscow. In spite of all historic differences, American and Russian banking sectors gradually came to analogous regularities at least in the basic issue of stratification.
But alongside with such similarity, plentiful statistics of the 2000s -mid 2010s enable us to see some important distinctions between Russia and the United States. In the first case there is much higher concentration of financial resources in the leading node: Moscow's share in the national banking assets is more than 80%, differing vastly from 30-35% that are controlled by New York in its country. Moreover, in the Russian banking sector administrative centres of oblasts and other regions usually predominate over subordinated territories, while analogous supremacy among capital cities of the U.S. states is quite rare (Fig. 2) . In other words, until now administrative factors and geographical closeness to centres of budget policy have been much more important in Russia, than in the USA. Banking geographies of the United States and Russian Federation were examined separately in several publications [Aubuchon & Wheelock, 2010; Bernshtam & Luzanov, 2001; DeYoung, Klier & McMillen, 2004; Luzanov, 2002; Luzanov, 2009; Nikitin, 2012; Wheelock, 2011; Zhou, 1997; Zhou, 1998; Zhou, 2010] , which are very important for understanding of the industry in focus. Nevertheless, there are many fundamental aspects that were not investigated before. This article is considered by its author as a new step because of enlarged and updated statistical basis that opens door to direct and standardized international comparisons.
2
It is necessary to note here that in the U.S. credit system individual banks are not as important as bank holding companies (BHCs). Each BHC controls one or more banks; sometimes the last ones are located very far from centres of their holdings. In this paper all measurements (in their American part) are based on data for BHCs. Causes and course of the crisis (including its regional variations) later were considered in FDIC's study: [History…] .
